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gublect: Uhe rovéign inisler 5 MyTRD i Loko kod

wpurce i #3 C 1
Late 3 10 Dec 1967

1. On 16 Dec 1367 Source and her friend had a"conference'"with jhe
Sunjoet at the oisw wBe W ject was accompanied by KifVeoio 4Felroe
vhe meeting lasted from 19,00 to 21,30 hrs, It was pre-armanged:''im
peinciple? during osource's vigit tu the Miscion on 18 Oct 1907, EmdeNovecuber |
+RoVETS phoned Source and asked her why she didn't come tu the desonstration
of « film and party given latvely bty tgé fiis.ione Source was not at home
wac ber friend explained that she could not come just for that purpose from
Wauunlngton,U.Ce and bes ces source was still waiting for a meeting with
the :linister. . WVETS replied tuat actually the Minlster was waitiug Ior
wource's call ou: he would check on that im.ediately. Aftef LWO Gays or
so tne mesting was finally fixed for Dec 16,19:7. '

Following is the gist of the "confe. .nce',

de WDuiCe explained that she came to talk about two main

roings: &/ culturul afiairs in the Ukraine and &ulturul excaaunge

between Ukrzine ad eamigrationm , ..ad b/ same‘cnaritable‘br rather

8, . muniiarian’ afiairs in the Ukyaine. '

CWiaTLdng vae up-to-date  devel uenl of cultural coutacts with

Ukiaine fﬂS%urGe streasa& that the results were completely negative and

had no chances for improvmemt ia thae fulure. “There were two reasons for
thaty Iirs.iy, the cultural exchangle could develop provided the situstion
i the Ukraine would charge to the bet.er, and secondly, otier people than
thwse wito #Lare in charge of cultural cuntacts in xiev at p.oesent, would
come to tue fore. 4o far, neither has hapvened., The hopes engendered by the
Coaprecs of wri v ers of &aﬁéuﬁoveusegygere completely uasned by the suboequen
evente, 1 particular by furiner ar:estis and perecution of Ukralnian

inte cctuuls, lack ¢of positive cunces ions |, ans ,asf. Souwrce stressed in
particular the fact that the ammesty '"liberated only a fow bandits wnd
thievewu but left out completely U .ruinin intel ectuals and po itical

pricsecers ' and wmoreover inoiead cwme the trial of CHORNUVIL and hew
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persecutions,

At that poindeSou.ce saide siie would like teé mention the humanitarian
mat.ers she was talicAmg about in tie beginninge In brief, she would lixe

to sk Subject to induce his @overnment to at least release those rpecently
avvested and imprisomed Ukralnian intel.ectuals,and in partioular several ladied
Lormer neubers of Ukra.nian Red Cross with the UPA. che mentiomned such as
sateyyno SonYUBRA, [IACIUK and oIDYX. wource explained that she was dolng it
not only #n her own behalf buti%ﬁﬁt sne wa. given those nawes and askeu

to intervene on their behalf by other Usrainian ladiese it that moment
hriAVETS .anted Lo lknow the patronyms of those mentioned "because tiLere might
be wany people by such names', but sourge replied tiat sze hoped " there
wae not thousands of political priscners in your cumps with eéxactly such
niues''s.s  KIAVETS was rather angry about it but ihe .iinister did not :cact
17 any waye sinally Sourve suggested that the forthcoming anniversary

ol ~oviel ukralnian Stale on ves <Y gry the soviet Uovernment quite

a puud oc.asion to proclaim ano.her . ity jor Ukralpian prisoners.

Spurce wis talkdng for about 350 minutes and Subject did not object or

make any com enisy e soemed Lo agree ~.th many yants and accoerding to
SOUXGEe vod obvicunly upset if not wuved by what he s told., Kl4VETS

Wa8 very angry aad did not conceal his  displeasure.

Je .he .eply wes given by e Subjec.., Instead of answering
wource dircetly he began with denying there was a del burete Ru sificatiion
in Uaraine. it Jooked as though ue had expeqted Luis "accusation' gnd
wiae in wdvance prepared for it. In his words, it was not just te criticise
soviet Ukralgian Government and the party for not doing enough for
Ukrainlzation ‘'because we all are as much concerned with preservation and
development of Ykrainian language «id culture «s yo. are'. " wWe wshall
not allow that Ukraindan language und culture could vanish...' " But we
cannol do it in such a way ag SKa¥iWYK has domes. I personelly have a very
high esteem for Skrypnpk, I like to read him but his wmethod cannet be a. lied
nowadayss e have to do it dificrently, more dautiously, slover, but |
in # more solid mannere..'" "Hut o can assure you we shall do the same only
our approach will be difierent.” " Iiis 48 way we actually have rehablilituted

skrypnykeo."
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Subject continued with enusgration or "positive changes that took place
in ihe meantime'" such as ®idor usage of Uirainien languge by official
people, at the Universities, a. scho.ls ,etc. According to Subject all
conferences, proceedings etc @€ (.e ooviet Uiraknlan covernament &re now
conducted im Uwkrainlan, "also ia private we speak now #Ap Ukrainian",

T pur corrospondence iu also in Ukrainiocn...”

4, Ag to cultural contects , Subject was not so pessiclstic
in their evaluation as Lowrce wuu, inally o guite a [uw people have
ulrézy vimited ewigres, tlhere was LiACH, Pavlychko and others, and
it see .ed to wurk ... At thls point he wuis interrupted by KRAVEYLS
giro sald tuat thls problem belonged to the Soclety for Cultural Contacts
with Ukrainians Abroad and not to he ¥ .nister. ‘

o jecta. ced" Luat indeed he did not coume "for thece mat.ers", he cume
8341 diafered% muliters, source r-»Y. ¢ that she thought cultural contuactis
Wus‘of foredign policy facets, and he cannot mmmupe eschew the
responsibility.

«t that moment KRAVETS started aluost to shout that this problem must
be handled only via Leviehchenko's Soviety,

vnen wource explained that Levishchenko's 50:iety might Ye good for

" progressives' but not for enigres, KiiVETLS3 became cven uore agsressive
sho. ting that the Sowliety must be good for both, "progreszives™ and
"naticnalistus",

uwdect W 5 rather upset and d firidently asked why inde-d tuoe So®icuy
could not maintain contacts with emfgreb. E%urcé explained that
"progre.sives' were cow unists and gust "levishehenko's teolsf, and
el gres hod nothing in com. on with thems Horeover, ulkl those
"progre.sives' are usualiy unecucated primitive people and it seemec

Levishchen .'s level was just right for them but not for emigres.
FLaVEDS wanted agkén to connent but oubject inter:.upted him and sadd
that imdeed 1t was difficult te nave ‘v do with uneducated vecple,
RAAVEDS let hiwm not finlon ,however, either'and said scomething to

t.e effect that KO0ACH and 1TaRNAVSKY were writing now to the 3owlety aad
they were no primitivess vource replied that t.ey boih were no
reprecsentatives of emigres but similesly like ''progresuives” just

co .unist tools pald by thess .lor conclusion therefore is that Kjev is

probably not interested in combacts with emigres at all.
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Subject denied that this was uefinitely not 8o, on the contrary
they were very much intereasted in contacts with enigres,
Kiss VEUS ad. 6d that there should be ,lhowever, some sert of Sog¢lety here
sbroad (hat would mainthhm contacts with Kiev, He wstres.ed it saveral
tlmens wource rentioned that so far the ~ouad wable Club funectioned
quite well as the forum for contacts and she saw no need for anything cl@e.
LaaVETS wazg ofF doo.erent opinion vecause 'thowe nutionallstas let aot cven

Juanataky o visit them',

Se Un thc mat.er of yrisoners-and aanest, , subject promised tc
fvcl: dpnt. thks problem and see wnat could be dones But he could not
nderctand why Source is iaterfering with their internal problems ¢ in uis
opinion it was no business ol her. ''we have eur laws, our judicial
croceedlings and we act accordingly".
source sald that she was just of an op,osite ovinion, it was Ukrainian
tusiness, nnd asz wueh of her. as wells
subject suemed not to Xnow mueh sbvoud CHANOVIL and K«AVETS explained to him
cenl butln wus M oa saal. Journalistie fry out of whém the nationalists nad »
e now & goeat jou nalist, writer, and who knows what, and who
war teylng Lo underméne the Soviel system'. ' It's the similar story @6 with
ocenkos Just becuscse he 48 now with mati . nalisis thé??z;de out of
anocaesny associate, the biy enief of the whole vepartoentt®
" ihe m8ma was w.th tne ethers { he =& Pefeérring te iaprisoned inteliectuals)
no une wasd acrcsted {Lr defence and usage of o vcainlan lenguage but
Lor atigapts Lo .ndermine sov et ,owef”. "soreover , taere were actuii.y

no writers ameng theMe ... 4o voredgners hae had an oprortunity to
vhuck ou those matiters. An editor of the London Tdkmes acrhved
it tdev oand wanted to have an interview about tlie

G Ccedied lmprisoned writerc. The peorle at the Union of Writers brougit
the li.t of all, 80C hungred members oi the Union and asked him which one

woo arcedted because ws f&r oas they knew ewyone of them was frec.

I
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he editor read the list and then wsged what sbout Uziuba Ivany he wuw
siothe srieeted o Jhen the pee le from the udnion phoned bziube wnd he
.o dved in 1O sinutes. .he editor wanted to kno. .uether he had becn ai
lew.t s ested bofore and made of course a fool of niumself because

Dziube had never been arrested,'




"1 courwed tacre .ad been some paplc arrested mnd sentenced but not
tor defenee ol Jxrainlan lencuuage or tulture or any other oultural
actdvityess they were puniched -~ i VETS tried to pubt emphusls on that =

ior their anti-~gevernmentsl, anti-Soviet activity,"

'arénni 18 complained very strongly . ainst the cmlpres.
4o coloed them‘&natiunaliuts ", "people whe have no contact  with
vkrainian reulity”,"Hncorrectable " ,unrealistic' aso. " I tallk witi:
i.ay 0f themy aleo gquite often with bangderivisi , and they are all the
GAALILY . jelie@ﬁ‘sometime I have to control myself not to punch their
neses.s.'" At this point .ource intep.upted him by caying to the Subjoeat
that sie - slmply outraged by “"that kind of diplomatic behaviour
pre.cnted by tuis young omky he per of hius", Source tried to tone down

Liedi. s onu the latter indesd bean to retreat by pouring out a series
ol 70:»“7{” .

7¢ it came Lo asnother “skirmish’ with KuaVETS wacn
Jouwice atiacked ndev for tne seventhe atn Volume of Soviet uUkrainlan
fueyciuvpedia caliing it a trash., .ource also complained about non=-
wvusiktiance of vardous books to the coviet Ukraine. wRAVETDS protested
thot tais wes aob true , bhe was not avaere of such “"practice". Pre..ed
on tuls wmatter LJAAVETS becaue very arngry and started almout to shout,
" becude you snould send all the books to Levisiichenko, and whea they
Lo the whosociacion vead it wnd find it Jese then  they will be aduitted’
”Ye&, indeed, tiey will read thece bocks with magmnifying glass and they
will do right, . would do ex:ac.ly the sume"- he conthinued , Source
inte. upted hiw Ly sayimg tiu t she could easil; imagine what books could
ve admitied to the <oviet Undlon if indecd Levishchenko w.s the one lo
censor ..cm ',y wubjeut interfered then with Kravets and switched to
anotier topies .ource ,now ver, reti.nued to the old topic agsin and
said that she really wus shocked by learning from a Lrrainian diplomat
tat books sihould mot be .ent o tbhe Academy of scicences but first

Lo bevishonenkos 0 cocnNBUT€eve




wubje.t frly very embur. az.cd avout rraveils anu wien 50UICy
wentioned as an exwanple of eventusl cultwi ol excuange photocopying of
;u%%ﬁ:y%@tgf%ﬁf;es for the institute of Ly ynoky n Philadelphie,
e sa ¢ thut indedd this wi: sn interesting idea provided the
institute would xkma reciprocate., K:4V. TS ,however, inter.upted
niu at once and cald something to the efict that these matters osouuld
e fdrst  checked,prop . ly eonsldered ascs Jhen he started ajuin Lo
complain areinst the emigres,reprouaching thew umainly .o "slanderous
wctivities saiknst the coviet Ukraine', In Lource's opinion the
lwplication was quite obvious,"we are net -oing to give you any

Wlotorical materials that ceuld be only harmful to us'.

e Acco ding to JSubje.t tiere were no plins to cstablish cepucate
sprasnisn diplomstie representations abruads ITnotead tLiere will be
‘lndiviadual representailivesY ineclue every Soviel Lubas.y wiereever it

will be reyuired by "circumstances',

e oW Jreoet cnd MIOVE 3 cere interested in sSource's reasesrch
on Ukrsinian flaires of 1918~ 1 and the former sug eated that JSource
chould =uke svallsble those materials to the Academy of Sciences

in Slebv ysowe time in the future and let it mot fall "into aay other
hands". ihey would be willéng (v publish Source in the Ukraine if
i would &gree ta. Source asked whether it meant ti:at Levishchenkos
worliéo hwve Uirst to censor it. ‘ravets "Juwped in" nd half jokingly
nall wapgrily repled, "¥es , eviry word would have to be in proper
torm”, Jubject was noi ha, y cbout iiravets's reply aund added that

f 14
Laey world publish even 1 wouldn't beoges bio coleagwe had saide
‘ 4 2

10, source mentioned lvun YaiEnh0 eof rhiladelpaia and acled whelbner
wi jecl gouwid help bim snytulng with his busines. "Yevsaan willal,
Sie also weg surprised to learn that Yaremko wao 1ot given now & boviet

e

visoe ol ., wubject and ravets Gid not ans. . r directly, valy that
Tansing caoula go through proper caonuels,e.id OuCow,  GnaVETS

V-

Lddd wosetning o tue o ool that Lae man Leliklne withy Yactayd in
Wolia 050Ny Veve ( SHEVCHURKO -CEEely ¢t00) Wus Le.e @l s 00T
@ oJew ws souree or oa.her rarcnko sugested, ceslaes, it vian't mutos

Anyway,




1l. Ac ording Lo subject inc post of the vinalsman oif the Asuociction
for Sultural Contacts wavi rorergn Uo ntries ( formerly headed by

Kolos ova dateryna) i. still vecant. KOLUBSOVA has been wppolnted (o

a Viceminister of .ducation., <ais was not exactly a dewotion "since 7
meant ~
Amﬂ‘ﬂfder peo.le are simply making room fur younger generations

l.. subject agrecd ~ith Source that it would be quite useful to
divcuu.. all tuose pertinent problems” &.so .iih otier pecple in emig*ution
and ne wouldn't m&nd doing it . Souroe'mantioned;thﬁt?‘%‘in?thé past
tuere were such meetings arranged lor PALAMAACIUK,f$or instance, but
&l her house. wubject became at once somewhut sidff and replied that
he vould speak oaly at the ﬂi&ai:n.h?fhen he sdceed tnat 'others could have

risked 1t buf not me", "’Yam not _oi-< to do Luat",.

1., sunjecti uundled that the decislions and stip#iations of the
Fifth Congreas of Ukrainian Writers of November 1966 ‘remained on
paper’”. ln his opimion, maeny pluns are being implcmented , and " I can

assure you that the CC in Kiov is thinking all the time about them".

14, wWhen .ource was tal.ing about the restoratiom of Ukra:.nian
Capholic Chuarcn in West Ukraine ana gomplained that the USoviet Governmant
had ruined not only Ukrainian Cutholic but Orthodox c.urch as wedkl,
Bucject «dld not veny but ratler nodded with nis head that inde:.d it wis

L
Gue LALor Dn'“bula replies, he w.d not touch viis tepic.
, y -

¥ : ) .
15, sSubject told Sourde that he was leavingihome on 20 Dec 1907,

16, KuiVELS safd that he knew "guite wel " Frol, Pi8lER of Columbia.
He Ndmself was working on his theoio 7 Technical Uevelo: went and Its
Iopact un Soviclogy'. XuaVelS boo already coi ccted ©li the necessary

wateriald but had no time to finish che writing .




s

toma

17+ hAccording to sSource ,oibject felt cat.ner awkward all the tiue

and partlicularly .as upse!l and emburias =d by KaaVEIS'S boehaviours

de was very tease, blushed, and triedﬁ?éycggigol the situaiion. But it

Jas obvicus that  CLGAVETS and net subject was the one whe cal.ed the tune
on ewigre mat crs. -ubject tried to moderate Krawets's ‘"intransigence" by
being wore wnver. ianding, and coneerned with "hilgher matters”. e secmed

Lo be a meliow, "com.on sense® man® but definitely neither orilliamd nor
wittye . :

Subject saw cource to the maim door .nd several times apolojized fcr
"anythlng that was not right". K#AVETS jcined in that and gave Source
two invitations to the part) given by Shev8henko at the Hiswion 03.22 Dec .
J6L7 on occasion of the 50th amnoversary of the Ukr S3R. |
Accordinyg to vource the appoingment must have been a real torture for
~subject judging by hls attitude and Ly " the very bad breath he had at the

end of conversationf.

LIAVELDS acted all Lhe tiwme like a "recal stinker" ctiacking ewilgres,

denywny ouren's argugents, &80.




